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as to the person himself, the excess of what is In itself pro-
fitable, and the defect of what is injurious : and between
other men, the whole act is similarly unjust; but the viola-
tion of proportion leans to whatever side chance directs.
And of unjust action,, the less is to be Injured; the greater,
to injure. Concerning justice and injustice, what is the na-
ture of each, let it be discussed in this manner: in like
manner also of the just and unjust universally.

CHAP. VI.

The question is proposed, in what way a man must commit an
act of injustice3 in order to be called unjust: which leads to a
distinction between abstract and political justice,

1.  Bar since it may happen, that he who does an unjust
action is yet not unjust, by perpetrating what kind of unjust
deeds is he consequently unjust in each species of injustice ?
is it, for instance, by doing1 it as a thief, or adulterer, or as a
robber would do it ? Or will there be no difference in that
respect ? for a person may have connection with a woman*
knowing who she is, yet not originally from deliberate choice,
bat through passion.   He therefore acts unjustly, but is not
an unjust man 5 for instance, he is not a thief, yet he has
stolen j nor an adulterer, yet he has committed adultery -r
and in like manner in the other crimes.

2,  But it must not escape us, that the object of our en-
quiry is both abstract justice, and political justice m -3 but

m This distinction of abstract and political justice is necessary in order
to answer the above question. For if we judge a man by abstract justice,
he must be pronounced! unjust, when lie barely performs an act of in-
justice j but as such a decision will often be erroneous, we must not con-
sider the nature of the act abstractedly, but we must look to political
justice, and observe when a man is rewarded or punished for his actions*,
as that will decide, when he is really and habitually just or unjust.